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AMICI’S STATEMENT OF QUESTIONS PRESENTED 
 

1. Should this Court reverse the Judicial Tenure Commission’s finding of misconduct 

against Judge Lisa Gorcyca for alleged intemperate language towards children appearing 

before her, when Judge Gorcyca’s actions were undeniably not persistent or habitual, and 

where such finding is having and will continue to have a chilling effect of the fair 

administration of justice? 

 

Amici answer:  Yes. 

 

2. Should this Court reverse the Judicial Tenure Commission’s finding of misconduct 

against Judge Lisa Gorcyca for allegedly abusing her contempt power, when Judge 

Gorcyca’s actions were at worst, an error of law, and where such finding is having and 

will continue to have a chilling effect of the fair administration of justice? 

 

Amici answer:  Yes. 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS/OVERVIEW 

Amici, the Michigan Chapter of American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers, (“AAML-

Mich”) and the Oakland County Bar Association (“OCBA”), adopt the Statement of Facts set 

forth in the Honorable Lisa Gorcyca’s Corrected Petition to Reject or Modify, in part, the 

Recommendations of the Judicial Tenure Commission.  The AAML-Mich and the OCBA 

additionally set forth the following supplement to the adopted Statement of Facts. 

While judicial temperament is a fundamental aspect of the American judicial system, 

imposing differing perceptions of proper judicial temperament can have a chilling effect on 

judges’ willingness to enforce their own orders.  The AAML-Mich and the OCBA respectfully 

suggest that the foregoing statement is more true in the area of family law than in any other area 

of the law.  It is often said: “In criminal cases, judges see bad people at their best; and in family 

law cases, judges see good people at their worst.”  In family law, where emotions often run high, 

judges require both broad authority to issue orders and a full arsenal of powers to implement 

their orders.  They cannot and should not be burdened by “political correctness”.  Indeed, one of 

the cornerstones of our judicial system is the recognition that judges provide justice for all, 

including, when appropriate, supporting the minority or unpopular causes.   

In courtrooms, throughout this state, judges have been utilizing a “scared straight” 

approach to have juvenile offenders (and even potential juvenile offenders) spend time in a 

courtroom or a jail in order to deter improper conduct.  The hard-nosed speeches that judges 

routinely give in these scenarios are not rosy or comforting; rather, they are pointed, and often 

outright scary.  Yet those judges are not hailed to answer before the Judicial Tenure 

Commission.  Rather, judges who utilize a stern “scared straight” approach are routinely praised 

R
E

C
E

IV
E

D
 by M

SC
 1/12/2017 5:36:47 PM



2 

 

for their judicial temperament, recognizing that some harsh words at an early stage, might 

prevent a more serious problem at a later date.  

The Amici and the JTC continue to disagree as to whether Judge Gorcyca acted contrary 

to appropriate judicial temperament on or about June 24, 2015, but neither group disagrees that 

on the other 1500-plus days of her distinguished judicial career, Judge Gorcyca intelligently 

exercised her authority to issue orders, she effectively utilized her powers to enforce her orders, 

and that she did so in a way that made the bench and bar in Oakland County proud of her judicial 

temperament. 

On June 24, 2015, after five years of escalating warnings, Judge Gorcyca utilized her 

contempt powers to enforce her parenting time orders.   After years of utilizing what some might 

consider a “too compassionate” approach toward these children, on this date, she utilized a 

“scared straight” approach, consistent with her powers to maintain the integrity of her orders.  

Her conduct on June 24, 2015, was neither habitual, nor persistent; nor in the opinion of the 

AAML-Mich and the OCBA, contrary to appropriate judicial temperament.   

The AAML-Mich and the OCBA are concerned with both aspects of the Judicial Tenure 

Commission’s recommendation: finding misconduct for (1) alleged intemperate comments and 

(2) for allegedly committing an error in her application of contempt.  Such findings have the 

likely effect of chilling a judge’s willingness to enforce orders through the use of their contempt 

powers or from allowing our judges to express their frustrations borne out of the matter before 

them.  In a light most favorable to the Judicial Tenure Commission, Judge Gorcyca may have 

committed a potential procedural error of law when conducting a contempt hearing.  Contrary to 

the opinion of the Special Master, an error of law is not – and should not be – the basis for 

judicial misconduct.  In Michigan, three judges on the Court of Appeals review a trial judge’s 
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decision for error.  At times, the trial judge’s decision is reversed for an error of law.  In none of 

those cases, has the trial judge been prosecuted by the Judicial Tenure Commission.  In some of 

those cases, the Michigan Supreme Court reversed the Michigan Court of Appeals.  In none of 

those cases, has the appellate panel come before the Judicial Tenure Commission to answer for 

their legal errors.  In a few cases, the United States Supreme Court reversed the Michigan 

Supreme Court.  In none of those cases has this Court been prosecuted by Judicial Tenure 

Commission and asked to answer for its legal errors.  Appellate courts exist to correct legal 

errors which happen in courtrooms across this country every day.   The Judicial Tenure 

Commission does not exist for that purpose.   

In reality, this particular case is nothing more than a sensationalized headline followed by 

a disingenuous prosecution.  The most obvious proof came in the opening statement of the 

Judicial Tenure Commission’s prosecutor.  Elevating form over substance, the prosecutor opened 

her case excoriating Judge Gorcyca for having the children taken from her courtroom in 

handcuffs.  The uncontradicted testimony of several witnesses during the hearing, including a 

deputy from the Oakland County Sheriff’s Office, was that the Oakland County Sheriff’s Office 

is solely responsible for taking persons into custody in its courtrooms, and it is the unwavering 

policy of the Oakland County Sheriff’s Office that anybody, child or adult, who is taken into 

custody in a courtroom will be handcuffed, not only for the safety of those around them, but for 

the detainee’s own safety.  Judges in Oakland County have no say whatsoever in how people 

being detained are removed from their courtrooms.  Not only did the Judicial Tenure 

Commission fail to produce any evidence to support its opening statement, but it must have 

known that the content of its opening statement was patently false, inflammatory, and 
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misleading. Nonetheless, the Judicial Tenure Commission’s prosecutor grandstanded on this 

falsehood, as well as many others, as an officer of the court in a public forum. 

Looking at the underlying divorce case, not just as a 20 minute snapshot, but as a five  

year video, Judge Gorcyca, did everything that was expected of her as a judge and as a public 

servant of the state.  In the opinion of the AAML-Mich and the OCBA, she is as compassionate, 

patient, and practical as any family court judge in this state.  We believe that there are many 

other judges across the state who would have reacted in a more dramatic or draconian fashion 

several years earlier if confronted with the same facts.  Judge Gorcyca did everything a judge 

could be expected to do and beyond to help these children see the world in a more appropriate 

healthy way, i.e. their best interests.  When Judge Gorcyca decided that additional measures were 

necessary to reunite this broken family, including respect for her orders, she temporarily placed 

the children in what she reasonably believed was a better (and less toxic) environment pursuant 

to the authority granted to her by virtue of her position on the bench.     

As noted, the AAML-Mich and the OCBA hold Judge Gorcyca in high regard.  We are 

concerned that this proceeding has been unfair to her.  Equally, if not more important, is the 

undeniable fact that judges around this state are aware of these proceedings and if this can 

happen to Judge Gorcyca under these circumstances, it can happen to any other judge of this 

state.  Judicial misconduct should be reserved for serious, habitual, persistent malfeasance, and 

not be applied because we disagree with the mode or manner in which a fine judge carries out 

her duties.
1
  

                                        
1 The AAML-Mich authors of this brief sat through Judge Gorcyca’s entire hearing before the 

Special Master and through the entire hearing before the Judicial Tenure Commission.  We heard 

all of the testimony, and we saw all of the evidence.  More importantly, we have not just 

reviewed the snapshot of 20 minutes on one day of a five year divorce case, but have considered 
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ARGUMENT 

 Whether to grant an amicus request are decisions within the discretion of this Court. This 

brief highlights the negative effect to the orderly administration of justice emanating from the 

Judicial Tenure Commission’s finding of misconduct by Judge Gorcyca.  That finding, if 

allowed to stand, will negatively impact the integrity of the judicial system and the public at 

large.   

1. This Court should reverse the Judicial Tenure Commission’s finding of 

misconduct against Judge Lisa Gorcyca for alleged intemperate language 

towards children appearing before her, when Judge Gorcyca’s actions were 

undeniably not persistent or habitual, and where such a finding is having and 

will continue to have a chilling effect of the fair administration of justice. 
 

 The Judicial Tenure Commission found fault with Judge Gorcyca for her use of 

intemperate language towards the Tsimhoni children.  As noted above, however, this incident, if 

improper at all, was an isolated incident.  As a result, if allowed to stand, judges throughout this 

state, will be subject to misconduct if they express their frustration in a way that the Judicial 

Tenure Commission subjectively deems too harsh, even in isolated circumstances.  The instant 

prosecution is even more egregious, when considering the totality of the case: 

- This case spanned more than five years; 

- Judge Gorcyca tried numerous remedies to help this family and the children; 

- Judge Gorcyca had multiple opportunities, and even requests to hold the 

children in contempt at an earlier date and refrained from so doing; 

- The children showed a blatant disregard for Judge Gorcyca’s authority, not 

just on the day in question, but throughout the proceedings. 

                                                                                                                               
the extraordinary length of this case and have seen firsthand Judge Gorcyca’s eight year 

distinguished judicial career. 
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 The issue of judicial frustration often times arises in the context of litigant requests for 

judicial disqualification.  As this Court is aware, litigants often seek to disqualify a judge on the 

basis of bias for hostile or unfavorable comments made by a trial judge during the course of a 

particular case.  Such attempts are routinely rejected as this Court has recognized that it is at 

times appropriate, and certainly not disqualifying for a judge, to express his or her frustration.  

This exact issue was raised and rejected in Cain v Dep’t of Corr, 451 Mich 470; 548 NW2d 210 

(1996).  In recognizing the potential for judicial expression of frustration, this Court noted: 

“Thus, judicial remarks during the course of a trial that are critical or 

disapproving of, or even hostile to, counsel, the parties, or their cases, 

ordinarily do not support a bias or partiality challenge. . . . [Further], not 

establishing bias or partiality . . . are, expressions of impatience, 

dissatisfaction, annoyance, and even anger, that are within the bounds of 

what imperfect men and women . . . sometimes display. [Liteky, 127 L. 

Ed. 2d 474, 114 S. Ct. 1147.]” 

Id. at 496-97, fn. 30. 

This Court went further to note: 

“The difficulty is that we live in an imperfect world. We therefore judge 

the actions and responses of a trial court in the light of the situation with 

which he is confronted. He stands in our eyes garbed with every 

presumption of fairness, and integrity, and heavy indeed is the burden 

assumed in this Court by the litigant who would impeach the presumption 

so amply justified through the years. [Mahlen Land Corp v Kurtz, 355 

Mich. 340, 350-351; 94 N.W.2d 888 (1959).]” 

Id. at 497, fn. 31. 

As recognized in Cain, expressions of impatience, dissatisfaction, annoyance and even 

anger are within the bounds of what frustrated people, even judges, sometimes display.  In light 

of that, in the context of disqualification matters, this Court has recognized that judges should be 

cloaked in a presumption of fairness and integrity, especially those like Judge Gorcyca, who has 

exemplified those characteristics during her tenure on the bench. 
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Despite these clear presumptions that would apply to Judge Gorcyca in a disqualification 

setting, the Judicial Tenure Commission treated Judge Gorcyca as a multiple repeat offender, 

taking a 20 minute hearing out of context, and then finding her guilty of misconduct because the 

Commission disagreed with the strength in which Judge Gorcyca expressed her frustration, that 

was building over the previous five years.  In this proceeding, no favorable presumption was 

applied to Judge Gorcyca, nor was any effort made to place her actions into context.   

This Court has made clear that to ignore context is not an appropriate way to evaluate a 

judge’s actions, yet the Commission did just that.  (“We therefore judge the actions and 

responses of a trial court in the light of the situation with which he is confronted.”)  Id.

 Moreover, not only has this Court recognized that expressions of frustrations borne out of 

the context of a particular case are generally acceptable, if not appropriate, the Standards of 

Judicial Conduct appear to imply that same recognition.  MCR 9.205 provides: 

“(B) Grounds for Action.  A judge is subject to censure, suspension with 

or without pay, retirement, or removal for conviction of a felony, physical 

or mental disability that prevents the performance of judicial duties, 

misconduct in office, persistent failure to perform judicial duties, habitual 

intemperance, or conduct that is clearly prejudicial to the administration of 

justice.” 

 

Id. (emphasis added). 

 

In the face of this rule, and the case law allowing for judicial expression of frustration 

with a person before them, the Judicial Tenure Commission nonetheless, proceeded with action 

against Judge Gorcyca and asks this Court to affirm its findings of misconduct.  If that occurs, 

the Judicial Tenure Commission and this Court will be inundated with petitions seeking to have 

misconduct for intemperate language assessed against multitudes of judges throughout this state.   

Making matters worse, the Judicial Tenure Commission either ignored, or failed to 

recognize, the nature of family law proceedings.  Unfortunately, family law proceedings are 

R
E

C
E

IV
E

D
 by M

SC
 1/12/2017 5:36:47 PM



8 

 

often the most contentious proceedings in our civil court system.  Other than criminal law, 

family law makes up the largest percentage of attorney grievances.  State of Michigan, Attorney 

Grievance Commission Annual Report, January 1, 2015 to December 31, 2015, Table 1(Exhibit 

1, p 3).  The very nature of these proceedings presents the lawyers and trial judges with problems 

that do not lend themselves to easy answers.   

Judge Gorcyca could have taken the easy way out on parenting time for these children 

and left the family to fend for itself.
2
  Instead, Judge Gorcyca chose to roll up her proverbial 

sleeves and try her best to address this most difficult problem, all designed to address the long-

term best interests of these children.  See generally, MCL 722.27(a)(1).    

We as lawyers need judges who do not take the easy way out.  We need judges to express 

frustration towards the parties before them, when appropriate.  It affords the practitioner the 

ability to better counsel and cajole his or her client, if that client knows that failure to conduct 

themselves in a reasonable manner might result in harsh action by the trial court.  The finding of 

the Judicial Tenure Commission has severely altered this dynamic.  And the effect of this change 

will not be insignificant.   

The AAML-Mich and the OCBA, in adopting the Statement of Facts set forth in Judge 

Gorcyca’s petition before this Court, expressly seek to highlight certain appendices to that brief.   

- Appendix 31:  Even the Judicial Tenure Commission noted the unusual nature 

of the bar support behind Judge Gorcyca.  Appendix 31 is a small sample of 

that support.  Of particular note, in Appendix 31, is a letter written by several 

prominent family law practitioners.  In that letter, they note, much of what is 

already before this Court, that Judge Gorcyca went the extra mile, that she did 

                                        
2 Notably, Judge Gorcyca’s refusal to give up on these children has paid dividends.  They now 

enjoy parenting time with both parents.   
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more than what many other judges would have done and that she tried, in her 

compassionate way to help this family and these children, children who 

became her wards when the case was filed. 

- Also notable in Appendix 31 are many of the comments from supporters of 

Judge Gorcyca” 

o “This is the mark of a great leader and jurist.  I know many people 

who would have taken the coward’s way out.  You didn’t.” 

o “I would like to say you are my Hero.  Thank you for having the 

courage to do something.” 

o “All the family court systems in the country need more judges like 

you. Keep up the good work. I so wish you had been the judge in my 

case.” 

o “She is one of our best jurists, especially, as it relates to the 

advancement and protection of children, and your reader’s deserve to 

know this.” 

The AAML-Mich and the OCBA reference these as a highlight to the daily battle that 

takes place in family courts.  As noted, litigants and lawyers need a judge who is willing to work 

with them, dig down and try to find solutions to these difficult and unique problems.  If the 

Judicial Tenure Commission’s recommendation is adopted, the AAML-Mich and the OCBA fear 

that fewer judges will be willing to take that next step, and families and children throughout 

Michigan will suffer as a result. Even worse, many will likely resist serving in the family law 

division completely.   
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2. This Court should reverse the Judicial Tenure Commission’s finding of 

misconduct against Judge Lisa Gorcyca for allegedly abusing her contempt 

power, when Judge Gorcyca’s actions were at worst, an error of law, and 

where such finding is having and will continue to have a chilling effect of the 

fair administration of justice 
 

 The Judicial Tenure Commission’s finding of misconduct against Judge Gorcyca for her 

effort to control the contemptuous behavior in her courtroom has had, and will continue to have, 

if left unchecked, a chilling effect on a trial judge’s willingness to use, or threaten to use her 

contempt power.  While the AAML-Mich and the OCBA recognize that contempt is an awesome 

power to be used sparingly, it is the threat of contempt that maintains order in our court system.  

See e.g. Griev Adm’r v Feiger, 476 Mich 231, 252; 719 NW2d 123 (2006) “given that a court's 

contempt power, enforceable by fine or incarceration pursuant to MCL 600.1711(1), is always 

available to restore or maintain order when the offending conduct or remarks occur before the 

judge in the courtroom.” 

 The Judicial Tenure Commission’s prosecution of Judge Gorcyca, in the first instance, 

was flawed.  Michigan jurisprudence is littered with the decisions from its higher courts 

overturning a trial court’s issuance of a contempt citation.  Yet those judges did not face the 

wrath of the Judicial Tenure Commission.   

It is also without legitimate dispute that repeated public attacks on our judges has a 

deleterious effect on the ability of the judiciary to function.  As noted in AMERICAN BAR 

ASSOCIATION SECTION OF LITIGATION WINTER LEADERSHIP MEETING MAUI, 

HAWAII 5 JANUARY 1998 ATTACKS ON JUDGES - A UNIVERSAL PHENOMENON The Hon 

Justice Michael Kirby AC CMG
*
 A UNIVERSAL PHENOMENON: 

“It is because courts are obliged to protect the rights of unpopular 

individuals and minorities that they are exposed, in elected democracies, 

to political castigation. If judges are to perform their functions when the 

going gets rough, they need tenure to underwrite their independence. 
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Personal courage may not always be enough. Even with tenure, ambition 

or thirst for popularity may sometimes get in the way. Judges may 

sometimes wilt under the barrage of criticism…” 

 

“Some too far: Having acknowledged the legitimacy of public debate 

about cases and issues, criticism of decisions and attention to judges who 

are lazy, slow, incompetent or rude, it remains to be said that the current 

level of political and personal attacks on the judiciary is unacceptable. It 

has gone too far. Unless there is a measure of mutual restraint, the judicial 

institution will be damaged and judicial integrity undermined. When 

judges reverse their decisions in the wake of political or media criticism, 

the judiciary as an institution is presented as unacceptably supine. When 

judges are exposed to removal from office at the behest of politicians who 

dislike their decisions, they are highly vulnerable to the improper pressure 

that diminishes their real neutrality. When judges are submitted to 

unrelenting political attacks by people who should know better, there is a 

danger that the public will draw from the silence of the judges an 

implication that the criticism was justified. Yet silence is ordinarily 

imposed by judicial convention. Generally, judges cannot answer back. At 

least most cannot do so in effective forums. From inexperience their 

attempts to respond sometimes result in compounding their problems and 

demeaning their office.” 

 

Id. at p 7 (Exhibit 2.) 

 

 Contempt has been defined as a “willful act, omission or statement that tends to impair 

the functioning of a court.  Arbor Farms, LLC v Geo Star Corp, 305 Mich App 374, 387; 853 

NW2d 421 (2014).  The purpose of a trial court’s contempt power is to preserve the effectiveness 

and sustain the power of the courts.  Id.  Moreover, even if the underlying order issued by the 

Court is improper, the failure to follow that order is an appropriate basis for upholding a 

contempt finding.  Estate of Grable v Brown (In Re Dudzinski), 257 Mich App 96; 667 NW2d 68 

(2003).   

 In Estate of Grable, Henry Joseph Dudzinski twice appeared before the Court wearing a 

t-shirt that read “Kourts Kops Krooks”.  The trial judge ordered him to remove the shirt or leave 

the courtroom.  Mr. Dudzinski refused and was held in contempt and ordered to spend 29 days in 

jail (which he did).  Ultimately, the matter was elevated to the Court of Appeals which 

R
E

C
E

IV
E

D
 by M

SC
 1/12/2017 5:36:47 PM



12 

 

determined that the underlying order of the trial court to remove the shirt was erroneous and 

infringed on Mr. Dudzinski’s First Amendment rights.  Nonetheless, the Grable Court affirmed 

the contempt finding.  In doing so, it stated: 

“In the present case, appellant willfully disobeyed the trial court’s order to 

remove his shirt or leave the courtroom.  Appellant was on notice and 

understood what the trial court was ordering him to do, but still refused to 

obey the order.  The trial court found appellant in contempt only after 

having given him several chances to obey its order.  ‘A party must obey an 

order entered by a court with proper jurisdiction, even if the order is 

clearly incorrect, or the party must face the risk of being held in contempt 

and possibly being ordered to comply with the order at a later date.’ Kirby 

v. Michigan High School Athletic Ass’n, 459 Mich 23, 40; 585 N.w.2d 290 

(1998).” 

 

Id. at 110. 

 

 As discussed more fully in Judge Gorcyca’s principal brief, the issuance of contempt in 

this circumstance was within the bounds of Judge Gorcyca’s appropriate authority.  She issued 

an order to the three Tsimhoni children.  In her presence, they refused to comply with the order.  

Even if the order was incorrect, the orderly administration of justice does not afford anyone, 

even minors, from boldly and willfully refusing to obey that order.  Moreover, although the 

Special Master limited evidence at the hearing as to the full nature of the underlying case, the 

contempt citation issued by Judge Gorcyca was a small piece of a five year odyssey where Judge 

Gorcyca attempted to fix a clearly broken family.
3
 

 The Judicial Tenure Commission’s finding of misconduct in this case, threatens the exact 

inherent power that provides the backbone for the orderly administration of justice.  Judges 

cannot be fearful of a misconduct petition against them if they seek to maintain compliance with 

their orders and seek to maintain decorum in their courtrooms.   

                                        
3 The family division was created as a “one judge, one family” bench so that the trial court could 

more fully understand all that was occurring within a particular situation and work with the 

situation to better serve the public. 
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“Civil disobedience is not the appropriate course of action when a person 

disagrees with a court order.  We are a society of laws and the legal 

remedy available to appellant was to seek leave to appeal the trial court’s 

order precluding him from wearing his shirt…A person may not disregard 

a court order simply on the basis of his subjective view that the order is 

wrong or will be declared invalid on appeal.  Allowing such behavior 

would encourage noncompliance with valid court orders on the basis of 

misguided subjective views that the orders are wrong.  There exists no 

place in our justice system for self-help.” 

 

Id. at 111, emphasis added. 

 

 The fact that the Judicial Tenure Commission chose to prosecute this undeniably 

“isolated” event in Judge Gorcyca’s courtroom, both in the context of this five year case and in 

the context of her entire history on the bench, calls into serious questions the political motives 

behind the prosecution, ab initio. And as noted above, our judges need to be free from political 

intervention in the performance of their duties or face diminished effectiveness and a demeaning 

value to the office itself.
4
  Absent the untethered ability to control the courtroom, judges will face 

the very civil disobedience and self-help that the Estate of Grable, supra, makes clear is 

inappropriate.  The AAML-Mich and the OCBA request that this Court reverse the findings of 

the Judicial Tenure Commission and reserve such misconduct petitions for intentional and 

repeated misuse of judicial power.   

CONCLUSION 

 The AAML-Mich and the OCBA respectfully request that this Court refuse to adopt the  

recommendation of the Judicial Tenure Commission and enter a finding of no misconduct by 

                                        
4
 The undisputed facts establish that the Examiner for the Judicial Tenure Commission 

subpoenaed and reviewed videos  in which Judge Gorcyca placed children in Children’s Village 

and found no similar instances of “misconduct,” nor did they find an abuse or overuse of her 

contempt powers.  Moreover, the investigative arm of the Judicial Tenure Commission sought 

the assistance of attorneys who appear before Judge Gorcyca to enlist support from outside 

influences. And, it is known that contact was made with the Israeli consul, all highly unusual and 

politically driven actions which call into question the very type of undue influence which will 

undermine the very effectiveness of trial court’s throughout this state. 
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Judge Gorcyca.   

      Respectfully submitted, 

 

      /s/David S. Mendelson    

      David S. Mendelson (P53572) 

      Secretary of The American Academy  

       of Matrimonial Lawyers, Michigan Chapter 

      The Mendelson Law Firm 

      355 S. Old Woodward Avenue, Suite 100 

      Birmingham, Michigan 48009 

      (248) 646-8277/dm@mendelsonlaw.net  

 

      /s/Mark A. Bank     

      Mark A. Bank (P48040) 

      Treasurer of The American Academy  

       of Matrimonial Lawyers, Michigan Chapter 

      Bank Rifkin PLLC 

      401 S. Old Woodward Avenue, Suite 400 

      Birmingham, Michigan 48009 

      (248) 480-8333/bank@bankrifkin.com  

   

/s/David C. Anderson     

David C. Anderson (P55258) 

President of the Oakland County  

         Bar Association 

Collins Einhorn Farrell, P.C. 

       4000 Town Center, Floor 9 

Southfield, Michigan 48075 
        248/355-4141/david.anderson@ceflawyers.com  

 

/s/James J. Parks     

James J. Parks (P39742) 

Treasurer of the Oakland County  

         Bar Association 

Jaffe Raitt Heuer & Weiss, P.C. 

27777 Franklin Road, Suite 2500 

Southfield, Michigan 48034 
(248) 351-3000/jparks@jaffelaw.com  

Dated: January 12, 2017 

 

 
PROOF 

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing 

document was served upon counsel of record via the 

Court’s efiling system on January 12, 2017 

/s/ Tracy L. Guellec  
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